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a subgenus ot the other. The name GAFRARIINAE or GAFRARIIDAE is not an innovation of 
Nordsieck’s but dates at least from Korobkov (1954: 166) where it is used for the genus 
Gatrarium and the subgenus Circe. As this work is a text-book it seems likely that the 
authorship of GAFRARIIDAE should be sought in the Russian literature earlier than 1954. | 
submit therefore the alternative proposal that CIRCINAE Dall, 1895, be rejected as a junior 
homonym of CIRCINAE Sundevall, 1836. GAFRARIINAE can then be used as the name for the 
subfamily, the author and date being somewhat immaterial. 
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COMMENT ON THE PROPOSED SUPPRESSION OF PARNALIUS RAFINESQUE, 1815, IN 
FAVOUR OF ZERYNTHIA OCHSENHEIMER, 1816. Z.N.(S.)1884. 
(see vol. 31: 204-5) 


(1) By O. Kudrna (Portsmouth Polytechnic, Portsmouth, Englana) and P.R. Ackery (British 
Museum (Natural History), London SW7 5BD) 


The main point of the application by Riley and Higgins inthis case is that Parnalius 
Rafinesque, 1815 had remained unused from its publication in 1815 until 1969. It had, however, 
been correctly listed in both Sherborn’s Index Animalium and in Neave’s Nomenclator 
Zoologicus. However, since the name was revived in 1969 it has rapidly gained acceptance and 
has been used in a number of publications, many of which are likely to become standard works 
of reference on butterflies. To those listed by Riley and Higgins, we add: 


ACKERY, P.R., 1975. Bull. Br. Mus. (nat. Hist.) (Ent.), vol. 31: 71-105, 16 pls. 

WATSON, A., and*others 1975. The dictionary of butterflies and moths in colour [xvi] + 
296 pp., 144 pls. New York. 

KUDRNA, O., 1975. Final chapter of 1974 season summary. News Lepid. Soc. for 1975, 
No. 1: 3-4 

SMART, P., 1975. The international butterfly book. 275 pp. New York. 


In these circumstances we feel that the International Commission need not take the 
action proposed by Riley and Higgins and that the Law of Priority should apply. 


(2) reply by N.D. Riley and L.G. Higgins 


At the time when our application was originally submitted to the Commission, in 1969, 
Parnalius Rafinesque had never been used in the primary literature since its original 
publication in 1815, 154 years earlier. It was as though it had been still-born. Under Art. 796(i) 
the listings in Sherborn and Neave do not constitute usage, as Drs Kudrna and Ackery must 
know. 

It is not in dispute that in the interval since 1969, Parnalius has been used onthe occasions 
that Kudrna and Ackery enumerate, all of them in contravention of the Code as amended in 
1972, and certainly contrary to its spirit. We consider that these events do not affect the validity 
of our application, which we see no reason to amend. Accordingly, we ask that it be considered 
by the Commission as it stands and voted upon at an early opportunity. 

We call attention to the fact that, under Article 40, the family-group name 
ZERYNTHIINAE Kirby (1904-1906) remains valid, whatever the decision of the Commission 
regarding the generic names involved. 


